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dox church, for to its representatives the spiritual wealth of the
church was amply sufficient, and it was necessary only to protect it
from plunder and destruction. It was in this sense that Metropolitan
Seraphim of St. Petersburg, in his conversation with the English
theologian Palmer, referred to the Eastern church as "having no
development," and it was in this sense also that lury Samarin as-
serted that "the Orthodox church had no system and must never
have one." Compared to this fundamental immobility of the East-
ern church, both Catholicism and Protestantism, as Khomiakov
correctly pointed out, erred on the side of rationalism. For them
church organization was really a vital problem, because behind it
lay an even more important one: whose was the supreme authority
in the further development of the dogma. But if such a development
was not the church's aim, if its duty consisted merely in preserving
intact the original tenets of faith, then its task and the problem of
its organization were considerably simplified. Since it no longer
occupied itself with religious creative work, the Eastern church was
not in need of a legislative organ for that purpose or a supreme
central authority such as the Western church required, because even
failing a single power, as that of the Pope, it could rest assured that
the unity of its doctrine would remain intact. Only current, purely
executive work had to be done, and that could be attended to by
any type of church institution.
That is why the Western church had to struggle over the problem
of church organization, while the Eastern church had no such dif-
ficulties- It matters not where a Catholic lives, he always recognizes
the supreme authority of the Pope; in his heart he remains forever
an ultramontane, for his soul, bound by religion, must abide in
Rome* How was one to reconcile religious duty with patriotism,
and the obligations towards the Pope with those towards one's
fatherland ? In a word, how could the universal power of the church
be reconciled with its national organization? Throughout the cen-
turies a Christian of the Western ritual remained confronted with
this dilemma, while to the Eastern Christian it did not exist. To an
Orthodox the universal clement in the church consisted in its
spiritual contents, the tenets of the seven Councils, whereas the
church authority, as the provisional guardian of these contents,
could assume the form of any national, local, or temporary or-